
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Selby District Council 

 
 
 

Site Allocations Development Plan 
Document (SADPD) 

 
 

ISSUES AND OPTIONS 
 
 

DATE 
 
 
 
 

���
�����
� � � � ��� 	 � 
 �
�  �	 � � � �



 

 

Contents 
 
Introduction and background (white pages) PAGE 

Role and Purpose of the SADPD  1 
Status of the SADPD and diagram of document hierarchy  2 
How the SADPD is prepared and Future Steps  3 
  

District-Wide Issues (pink pages)  
ISSUE A:  Housing Distribution and the settlement hierarchy 4 
ISSUE B:   How do we prioritise the release of land for 
housing over the next 15 years? 

7 

ISSUE C:   How should we work out the OVERALL amount of 
housing land required for development? 

8 

ISSUE D:   Selecting the most suitable sites 10 
ISSUE E:   Influencing the type of housing. 11 
ISSUE F:   How can we help deliver Affordable Housing in the 
smaller villages? 

12 

ISSUE G:   Gypsies and Travellers 15 
ISSUE H:  Employment Land 29 
ISSUE I:  Strategic Infrastructure Delivery 31 
ISSUE J:  Other possible transport infrastructure projects 35 
ISSUE K:  Airfields 36 
  

Settlement-Specific Issues (alternating yellow and 
green pages) 

 

Map Key 38 
Selby Town 39 
Sherburn-in-Elmet  49 
Tadcaster  57 
Appleton Roebuck  62 
Barlby/Osgodby  65 
Brayton  69 
Brotherton/Byram  75 
Carlton  79 
Cawood 83 
Church Fenton  87 
Eggborough/Whitley  91 
Fairburn  97 
Hambleton  101 
Hemingbrough  105 
Kellington   109 
Monk Fryston/Hillam  114 
North Duffield  118 
Riccall    122 
South Milford  126 
Thorpe Willoughby 130 
Ulleskelf 134 
  

Other Discounted Sites (blue pages)   
ISSUE L: Other Discounted Sites  138 

Towton & Kirkby Wharfe 146 
West Haddlesey, Birkin and Beal 147 
Catterton 148 



 

 

…Other Discounted Sites (blue pages)  …continued 
Wistow 149 
Kelfield and Stillingfleet Mine 150 
Burn 151 
Barlow, Camblesforth and Drax 152 
Stutton and the A64 area 153 
Newton Kyme 154 
Lumby and the old A1 155 
Hensall 156 
Escrick and Thorganby 157 
Womersley and Cridling Stubbs 158 
South Duffield and Cliffe 159 
Barkston and Church Fenton Airbase 160 
  

Commenting on the SADPD  
Instructions for responding 161 
 
 
 



Site Allocations Development Plan Document 
 

Introduction and Background 
 

1 

Role and Purpose of SADPD 
The SADPD is one of the main documents used in the Local Development 
Framework to deliver the vision set out in the Council’s Core Strategy.  It will 
identify sufficient sites to accommodate the development found to be required 
in the District up to 2026.  That is: 
 

• 4864 new houses 
• 45 hectares (net) of new employment land 
• Around 10,000 sq m of additional comparison goods floor space 
• Sites for 100% Affordable Housing 
• Site(s) for ten Gypsy and Traveller pitches up to 2016 
• Infrastructure projects (additional land for infrastructure will become 

apparent as we progress as the sites are confirmed – eg junction 
improvements, road widening, drainage works etc) 

 
The Issues and Options paper is broken down in to the following sections: 

• District-wide issues including housing, employment, Gypsies and 
Travellers, infrastructure development contributions etc. 

• Settlement-specific issues and consideration of development sites in 
those settlements.  In some villages sites have been identified, in 
others where no sites have been identified we are seeking views on the 
preferred broad location of development sites search 

• Other discounted development sites 
 
The SADPD will therefore set out the location of all large scale development 
until 2026 and give certainty to developers and local people as to where 
development will take place. 
 
In the 2005 Selby District Local Plan (SDLP), land allocations were dealt with 
in Part II, where land was identified and a specific policy set out the 
requirements of that allocation.  This SADPD will eventually completely 
replace Part II of the SDLP and set out a new raft of site allocations and policy 
requirements for each.  Unimplemented Allocations will be reassessed 
alongside new sites. 
 
The SADPD will NOT allocate areas for protection against development, such 
as Green Belt.  However, to accommodate planned growth there may be 
occasions where the existing Limits to Development may be expanded if no 
sites are found within the settlements.  This may also mean that the Green 
Belt may be reduced in small parts, and/or that ‘wash over’ Green Belt may be 
removed from villages to facilitate sustainable development.   
 
It will NOT allocate minerals and waste areas as this is a County Council 
issue dealt with through their Minerals and Waste DPD*.  Lastly, the SADPD 
will NOT review, introduce or revoke other SDLP Part I policies. 
 

                                            
* North Yorkshire County Council Minerals and Waste Development Plan Document. For 
more details contact mwdf@northyorks.gov.uk or Tel: 01609 53 3285 / 3019 
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Status of the SADPD 
The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act (September 2004) (As 
Amended) introduced the requirement to replace the old-style Selby District 
Local Plan with a new Local Development Framework (LDF). 
 
The LDF is the new “Development Plan”, but the LDF is not a document itself.  
Instead, it can be best considered as a box within which a number of planning 
documents are held: 
 
• Selby District Council develops the Core Strategy – this identifies the 

broad spatial principles and an overall development vision for the District 
as a whole, based on national policy.   

• The SADPD then conforms to the Core Strategy to develop specific 
locations to deliver the overall vision.   

• Where major (strategic) sites are proposed, the detail may be drawn up in 
a masterplan or other such Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) to 
support it. 
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How the SADPD is prepared 
To do this, there is a statutory process to follow whereby interested persons 
may comment and influence the document. 
 

 
This Issues and Options report takes the evidence that has been gathered in 
preparing the Core Strategy and sets out the known issues that need to be 
resolved.  It then offers a series of options for delivering the growth, and 
interested persons are invited to make their views known during a six-week 
consultation period by reading the Issues and Options paper and then 
completing the questionnaire.   
 
Future steps 
Stage 3: The results of the Issues and Options consultation will lead to the 
Preferred Options Draft.  This will sift the sites and set out exactly which land 
is proposed for development.  A further six-week consultation will be carried 
out. 
 
Stage 4: The results of that consultation will be considered and where 
appropriate, minor changes will be made to the Preferred Options Draft to 
produce the Submission Draft.  A six-week consultation will be held, and if 
there are any objections to it the Submission Draft will be sent to the 
Secretary of State (Planning Inspectorate Service) for his consideration. 
 
Stage 5: An Examination in Public will be held to consider Objections to the 
SADPD, and the Inspector will write a legally-binding report of findings. 
 
Stage 6: The Council will amend the SADPD in line with the Inspector’s 
findings, and then Adopt it for use in making planning decisions. 
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District Issues 
 
Introduction 
This section of the Issues and Options paper looks at the issues that affect 
the whole District, and how we can shape development strategically.   
 
ISSUE A: Housing Distribution  
The quantity of housing required is a product of both current and future 
predicted demand.  Selby is well placed to accommodate its own need, but 
can also assist in delivering housing that serve the Leeds and York areas.  
The Core Strategy states that Selby District should accommodate 4864 new 
dwellings, once the existing commitments have been removed. 
 
The Selby District Local Plan 2005 (SDLP) allocated sites housing in two 
phases.  Most of the Phase One sites have been started and/or completed, 
but the Phase Two sites have not been released.  Instead, these sites will be 
re-assessed alongside all the other sites which may result in some Phase II 
sites being de-allocated. 
 
In terms of locating this housing requirement, The Selby District Draft Core 
Strategy has already identified the broad location of development up to 2026: 
it identifies Selby as the Principal Town, and Sherburn-in-Elmet and 
Tadcaster as the Local Service Centres.  These three settlements will accept 
the majority of the required growth over the coming years as they already 
have the services and facilities to accommodate it. 
 

• 1000 dwellings on the Olympia Park Strategic Site 
• 1336 dwellings for Selby  
• 498 dwellings for Sherburn-in-Elmet  
• 457 dwellings for Tadcaster   

 
Eighteen of the larger villages (called Designated Service Villages) have a 
range of services and facilities, and are capable of accommodating small 
scale development.  Following public consultation on the draft Core Strategy, 
the list of Designated Service Villages is now made up of the following 
villages:  

• Appleton Roebuck  
• Barlby/Osgodby  
• Brayton  
• Brotherton/Byram 
• Carlton  
• Cawood 
• Church Fenton  
• Eggborough/Whitley 
• Fairburn  

• Hambleton  
• Hemingbrough  
• Kellington  
• Monk Fryston/Hillam 
• North Duffield  
• Riccall  
• South Milford  
• Thorpe Willoughby  
• Ulleskelf  

 
1573 houses will be distributed between these villages. 
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ISSUE A1:  Should we consider all Designated Service Villages 
equally? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Allow all the Designated Service Villages to accommodate some of 

the development, OR 
2. Calculate the amount of development in each Designated Service 

Village since 1990, and avoid allocations in those which have 
experienced the most amount of recent development? 

3. Consider those villages with good public transport links and access 
to Selby, Sherburn-in-Elmet, Tadcaster, York, Leeds and Hull as 
more suitable? 

4. Other option? 
 
ISSUE A2: How should we apportion the 1573 houses between the 
Designated Service Villages? 
 

OPTIONS: 
1. Split the number equally between the villages.  This means every 

village gets the same number of houses so the large villages will 
only grow a small amount while the smaller ones will grow 
significantly. 

2. Apply a standard 10% growth to each village.  This means that each 
village will grow at the same rate, but doesn’t take in to account their 
relative ability to take that amount. 

3. Proportion the amount by looking at the evidence of how much is 
needed, and how many services and facilities are available to take 
the growth.  This may mean that none is allocated in some villages 
and lots are allocated in others.  

4. Proportion the amount by looking at the constraints on growth such 
as Green Belts, main roads, flood zones etc.  This may mean that 
none are allocated in some villages while lots are allocated in others 
where there are fewer/no such constraints.  

5. Other options (please specify) 
6. Combine options? (please state which) 
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Secondary Villages 
These villages are small with few services and facilities so no allocations for 
market housing or employment growth will be made in this document, but this 
does not preclude it from taking place completely through the normal process 
of planning applications.  However, through Issue F in this document, some 
small sites may be allocated for 100% affordable housing for local needs if 
appropriate.    
 
1. Barlow 
2. Beal 
3. Barkston Ash 
4. Biggin 
5. Bilbrough 
6. Birkin 
7. Bolton Percy 
8. Burton Salmon 
9. Burn  
10. Camblesforth 
11. Chapel 

Haddlesey 
12. Church Fenton 

Airbase 

13. Cliffe 
14. Colton 
15. Cridling Stubbs 
16. Drax 
17. Escrick 
18. Gateforth 
19. Great Heck 
20. Healaugh 
21. Hensall 
22. Hirst Courtney 
23. Kelfield 
24. Kellingley Colliery 
25. Kirk Smeaton 
26. Little Smeaton 

27. Lumby 
28. Newland 
29. Newton Kyme 
30. Ryther 
31. Saxton 
32. Skipwith 
33. South Duffield 
34. Stillingfleet 
35. Stutton 
36. Thorganby 
37. Towton 
38. West Haddlesey 
39. Wistow 
40. Womersley

 
Everywhere else 
The remainder of the District is classed as “open countryside” and will not be 
allocated growth, but this does not preclude it from taking place through the 
normal process of planning applications.   
 
Sites promoted in Secondary villages and the open countryside 
A number of sites have been promoted for development by landowners in 
Secondary Villages and in the open countryside.  Maps showing these sites 
are set out in the “Other Discounted Sites” section at the end of this document 
(page 138).  Such sites are grouped as follows: 
 

1. Towton & Kirkby Wharfe 
2. W. Haddlesey, Birkin and 

Beal 
3. Catterton 
4. Wistow  
5. Kelfield and Stillingfleet Mine 
6. Burn 
7. Barlow, Camblesforth and 

Drax 

8. Stutton and the A64 area 
9. Lumby and the old A1 
10. Hensall 
11. Escrick and Thorganby 
12. Womersley and Cridling 

Stubbs 
13. S. Duffield and Cliffe 
14. Barkston and Church Fenton 

Airbase 
 
As these sites are not generally considered suitable for market housing or 
employment use, are they suitable for other uses?  Please comment in 
Issue M.
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ISSUE B:  How do we prioritise the release of land for housing over the 
next 15 years?  
 
Core Strategy Policy CP3 sets out the Council’s proposals for maintaining a 
five year supply of housing land.  The method of releasing the sites takes into 
account completions and site availability, however this may be refined further 
in a Supplementary Planning Document and could include more detailed local 
issues to inform the five year supply. 
 

 
 
 

ISSUE B:  How do we prioritise the timing of development for housing 
over the next 15 years? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Release all land at once and let the market decide what gets built 

and when? (no Council control) 
2. Develop a staggered approach based on: 

a. Size of site (biggest first), OR 
b. Proximity to Selby (closest first), OR 
c. Selby-centric model 

i. Strategic Sites in the Principal Town, then 
ii. Brownfield land within the Principal Town and Local 

Service Centres, then 
iii. Other infill opportunities within Principal Town, Local 

Service Centres, then 
iv. Sites on the periphery of Principal Town and Local 

Service Centres, then 
v. All sites within Designated Service Villages, then  
vi. Sites on the periphery of Designated Service Villages, 

then finally 
vii. Any other sites. OR 

d. District spread model 
i. Strategic Sites in the Principal Town, then 
ii. All sites within Designated Service Villages, then 
iii. Brownfield and other infill opportunities within Principal 

Town, Local Service Centres, then 
iv. Sites on the periphery of Principal Town, Local Service 

Centres and Designated Service Villages, then finally  
v. Any other sites. 

3. Release all sites in Designated Service Villages at once, and only 
phase the sites in Selby Town, Sherburn-in-Elmet and Tadcaster, 
OR 

4. Release sites based on the need identified in the Housing Needs 
Survey, OR 

5. Other method? 
6. Combine options above (state which) 
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ISSUE C:  How should we work out the OVERALL amount of housing 
land required for development? 
 
The Council knows how many houses are needed, but it must decide how 
much land is required to accommodate those new houses.  In the past, the 
amount of land needed was calculated using a national figure: in towns 
development had to meet 50 dwellings per hectare (dph), and in villages it 
was 30dph.   Using these figures, between 100-163 hectares would be 
needed this time around.  Earlier this year the Government removed the 
minimum development density of 30dph, and now requires development to be 
assessed on quality, not quantity.  However we must still make the best use of 
land and do not want to allocate huge areas to promote urban sprawl. 
 
Different house types have different densities, so the base figure can be 
misleading.  Bungalows use up a lot of land, whereas terraced housing can 
provide the same amount of internal space on a much smaller amount of land.  
Higher density does not necessarily mean squeezing large detached houses 
closer and closer – it means that a range of different houses should be built 
with an average density across the development.   
 
Because density is linked to housing types and development layout, this in 
turn affects the overall character of a development.  As all our towns and 
villages are different, their overall density is also different, and so one-size-
may-not-fit-all.  It may be appropriate to have different target figures for each 
village so that the subsequent development reflects the character of the 
village more closely. 
 
A mechanism is required for working out how much land is required.  
However, this will only be a GENERAL FIGURE FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
ALLOCATING SITES.  The actual development density will be the subject of a 
detailed planning application, based on a “Master plan” that accompanies 
each allocation.   
 



Site Allocations Development Plan Document 
 

District-Wide Issues 
 

9 

ISSUE C1:  How should we work out the OVERALL amount of land 
required for development? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Use a single District-wide density figure. 
2. Use village-specific density figures. 
3. Other method? 

 
ISSUE C2:  How should we work out that figure? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Simply continue to use the 50dph figure in the Selby area, Sherburn-

in-Elmet and Tadcaster, and the 30dph figure in the Designated 
Service Villages. 

2. Calculate the density of all housing completions over the last 10 
years for Selby town, the Local Service Centres and each 
Designated Service Village.  (Use a mean average for a District wide 
figure). 

3. Calculate the existing density for Selby town, the Local Service 
Centres and each Designated Service Village.  (Use a mean 
average for a District wide figure). 

4. Calculate the existing density for Selby town, the Local Service 
Centres and each Designated Service Village, but only concentrate 
on the traditional character part – ie don’t include any recent volume 
housing estates that have not followed the traditional character.  
(Use a mean average for a District wide figure). 

5. Other options (please specify) 
6. Combine options? (please state which) 
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ISSUE D:  Selecting the most suitable sites 
Once we know how much land we need, we will have to decide which land is 
most suitable from all the sites that have been put forward.  A sequential 
methodology has been prepared based on national guidance which 
emphasises sustainable development and planning for climate change.  As 
part of the sequential search, flood risk is an important factor and the Core 
Strategy addresses this in Policy CP1B.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ISSUE D:  Do you agree with this methodology for assessing and 
prioritising sites? 
 

PRIORITY:  
1. Undertake the Sequential Test (Seek Flood Zone 1 first, Zone 2 

second, and Zone 3 last) 
2. Prioritise land that is available soonest. 
3. Prioritise land in this order:  

a. “Brownfield” land already within the Limits to Development 
b. “Greenfield” land already within the Limits to Development 
c. “Brownfield” land immediately adjacent to* the Limits to 

Development, 
d. “Greenfield” land immediately adjacent to* the Limits to 

Development. 
e. Do not allocate land that is not physically linked to the limits to 

development. 
4. Direct new development as near to the settlement’s services and 

facilities as possible (including public transport). 
5. Direct new development where there will be least traffic impact. 
6. Direct new development to where there are no existing planning 

constraints such as Green Belt, unless there are no alternatives. 
7. Develop land that requires the least amount of infrastructure 

upgrading/development to minimise costs and disruption 
8. Direct development to the sites with least wildlife impact? 
9. Site development where its carbon footprint can be managed and 

reduced. 
 

*Adjacent to the Limits to Development must be a solid link that 
continues the village in a logical way) 
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ISSUE E:  Influencing the type of housing. 
Once a site is allocated for housing, it is then necessary to submit a planning 
application to set out the final layout, design and housing mix.  This is 
frequently left to the developer based on their market position, their product 
range, and what they feel they can sell in that area at that time.  The result is 
often a formulaic approach to housing and an overall limit on choice.  Policy 
CP4 in the Core Strategy requires developments to provide a mix of 
dwellings, but there may be an opportunity to control this further. 
 
With an ageing population there is growing pressure to provide housing to 
meet this need, with smaller dwellings (in terms of number of rooms), and 
convenience dwellings such as bungalows.  Further, a more specialist market 
exists that caters for retirement and ill health such as close care units, 
retirement homes/villages and warden controlled complexes.  Typically such 
schemes are built by niche developers and are isolated. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ISSUE E:  Should the Council influence the type of housing? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. Leave it to the market/developer in accordance with Core Strategy 

Policy CP4 
2. Allocate some sites that are only for older persons developments 

and allow niche developers to build these. 
3. Set a minimum figure on every Allocated site for a range of house 

types (Similar to the requirement for Affordable Housing) based on 
the local need in the Housing Needs Assessment 

4. Instead of demanding types of houses, require ALL development to 
be to the Lifetime Homes Standard* which creates flexibility in every 
house to adapt and change throughout the human life cycle.  This 
enables people to live in the same home all their lives and adapt the 
house easily to meet changing needs. 

5. Other options (please specify) 
6. Combine options? (please state which) 
 
*www.lifetimehomes.org.uk 
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ISSUE F:  How can we help deliver Affordable Housing in the smaller 
villages? 
Selby District Council is committed to providing high quality affordable 
housing for people of the District who cannot access or afford market housing.  
Affordable housing includes social rented and intermediate housing and is 
targeted to meet the needs of eligible households at a cost low enough for 
them to afford, as determined by local income and local house price 
information. Social rented housing is owned and managed by Local 
Authorities or Registered Social Landlords for which guideline rents are 
determined through the National Rent Regime.   
 
Intermediate affordable housing is housing at prices and rents below market 
prices. These can include shared equity, shared ownership, discounted sale 
and intermediate rented housing.   
 
In 2009 the Council commissioned a Strategic Housing Market Assessment.  
This identified a need for 409 affordable dwellings per annum over the next 5 
years.  Approximately 60% of this identified need is in the rural areas of the 
District, i.e. outside Selby and the centres of Sherburn and Tadcaster 
 
In order to address housing need, Government policy as set out in Planning 
Policy Statement 3 (PPS3) Housing (2010) relies on providing affordable 
housing in association with market housing through developer contributions.   
The national indicative minimum size threshold is 15 dwellings.  However 
Local Authorities can set lower minimum thresholds, where viable and 
practicable including in rural areas.  In the Council’s emerging Core Strategy, 
a threshold of 10 is proposed, and on these sites a 40/60% affordable/general 
market housing split will be sought. 
 
Housing allocations are proposed in Designated Service Villages where a 
percentage of affordable housing will be negotiated on these sites in 
accordance with policy CP5 in the Core Strategy.  In contrast, in the 
remaining rural settlements of Selby District, there are particular difficulties in 
delivering affordable housing.  The Council has a rural exceptions policy in the 
Selby District Local Plan (H14) which permits small scale housing 
development outside the defined development boundaries in order to meet an 
identified housing need.  However schemes under this policy are few, and 
slow to develop.   
 
The Council commissioned the Rural Housing Trust to undertake 5 parish 
housing needs surveys in 2007/08 with the support of the respective Parish 
Councils.  Schemes are now being brought forward using the evidence from 
these surveys and also that from the Strategic Housing Market Assessment 
carried out in 2009.   However it is extremely unlikely that sufficient sites will 
be found to meet all local housing need in the rural areas.   
 
PPS3 paragraph 30 suggests a positive and pro-active approach informed by 
evidence with clear targets for the delivery of affordable housing in these 
areas.  It states that LPA’s should consider allocating and releasing sites 
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solely for affordable housing including using a rural exception policy.  This 
enables small sites to be used solely for affordable housing which would not 
be developed under normal planning policies.  In the Council’s emerging Core 
Strategy, the context for the rural exceptions policy (CP6) states that specific 
allocation for such sites is be considered in the Allocations DPD.  
 
Evidence from the SHMA 2009 gives an indication of those villages with the 
highest need.  The allocation of sites for affordable housing in secondary 
villages will assist in meeting some of that identified need. It is suggested that 
sites could be allocated based on the identified need of 5 homes or more over 
a  5 year period for that particular village (parish).   This would provide small 
sites which would be viable and in scale with the size of the existing 
settlement. It should be noted that any new housing as a result of this policy 
would be restricted to those residents with a local connection, similar to the 
requirement in the rural exceptions policy. 
 
The following secondary villages meet these criteria:- 
 
Barlow  
Bolton Percy 
Beal  
Burn  
Burton Salmon 
Camblesforth 
Cliffe 
Criddling Stubbs 
Escrick 

Hensall 
Hirst Courtney 
Kirk Smeaton 
Newland 
Ryther 
Stillingfleet 
Stutton 
Wistow  
Womersley 

 
It should be emphasised that developing sites in these villages would not 
meet all the identified need, and other 100% affordable housing schemes 
could be brought forward through the rural exception site policy.   
 
No sites have been put forward for 100% affordable housing through the 
recent Call for Sites exercises.  However there is an opportunity to consider 
sites that have been discounted for market housing (or other forms of 
development) in these settlements (page 138). 
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ISSUE F1: How can we help deliver affordable housing in the smaller 
villages? 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Do not allocate sites but rely on negotiating affordable housing on 

windfall market housing sites over the threshold and bringing 
forward exception sites as and when they become available  

2. Based on the identified need of 5 homes or more, allocate sites for 
100% affordable housing in  

Barlow   Bolton Percy 
Beal    Burn  
Burton Salmon Camblesforth 
Cliffe   Criddling Stubbs 
Escrick  Hensall 
Hirst Courtney Kirk Smeaton 
Newland  Ryther 
Stillingfleet  Stutton 
Wistow   Womersley   

3. Seek allocations in all rural villages that have an identified need no 
matter how small? 

4. Any other options? 
 
ISSUE F2: Would any sites that have been discounted for market 
housing be suitable for 100% affordable housing allocations? 
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ISSUE G:  Gypsies and Travellers 
Policy CP7 of the Core Strategy sets out the approach to identifying and 
permitting authorised sites for the Travelling Community.  A formal allocated 
site will mean that unauthorised encampments can be moved to a suitable 
location where services and facilities exist for their needs. 
 
At the Policy and Resources Committee meeting held on 27 July 2010 the 
Councillors agreed to receive the Gypsies and Travellers Accommodation 
Assessment (GTAA) report by consultants arc4 as a indicative starting point 
and have therefore taken into account both historic and local considerations in 
line with the new Government’s Localism Bill.  It was noted that there is a 
distinction between a need and a desire for new pitches and so that removing 
the desire element, the Council considers that the demonstrated need in 
Selby district is for 7 pitches.  However to allow for growth, a site for 10 
pitches should be identified to maintain a supply up to 2016. 
 
Similarly, the Policy and Resources Committee agreed to receive the 
Showmen report by arc4, but concluded that there is no local or historic 
demonstrated need for a permanent site for showmen in Selby District and 
therefore no provision for this use is to be included in the Local Development 
Framework documents.  
 
Upon allocation, a suitable site should be screened/concealed, and will 
require an amenity building, sanitary and refuse disposal facilities, secure 
storage areas, a small garden, grazing for horses, and parking for several 
caravans and towing vehicles.   
 
There is no one-size-fits-all solution and so there is no national guidance to 
dictate the size of site required.  However, Colchester Borough Council cite 
the Good Practice Guide on Designing Gypsy & Traveller Sites (DCLG May 
2008) where it gives the Severalls Lane site in Colchester as a case study in 
good design.  It features 12 pitches in 2.57 hectares, but with a built area of 
around 7500sqm and a substantial amount of landscaping.  The 7500sqm 
built area also features a large central communal play area around which the 
pitches are arranged.   
 
Colchester Borough Council conclude that each pitch measures around 
500sqm having taken in to account the specifics of that site, and have used 
that figure in allocating further sites in their Site Allocations DPD.  Colchester 
Borough Council’s approach has been found sound at an Examination in 
Public held on 23 March-20 April 2010.  Therefore the same approach to 
estimating the amount of land required has been used in the Selby SADPD. 
 
The site in Selby should measure around 0.5ha (10 pitches x 500sqm).  The 
addition communal areas and landscaping results in a total land requirement 
of around 1ha overall.  The precise size and layout will be determined upon 
the allocation of a suitable site, and could be provided in one site, or in two 
smaller sites.   
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In finding a suitable site, the Council has consulted with the travelling 
community, considered national guidance and local circumstances, and 
developed a justified methodology.  All the sites for all land uses throughout 
this SADPD Issues and Options paper were all promoted through the 
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment and recent Call for Sites 
exercises.  To ensure that potential sites are realistically available for 
development, the Gypsy and traveller sites have only been selected from 
these sources. 
 
The methodology for selecting sites is set out below: 
1. Discount sites in Flood Zone 3 
2. Discount sites in the Green Belt 
3. Remove land within the Limits to Development of Selby Town, Local 

Service Centres, and the Designated Service Villages, as it is likely to be 
suitable for market housing, and as such will have too high a land value 

4. The travelling community require a site along the main road network of the 
A1(M), M62, A64, A63, and A19 to facilitate their travelling needs.  The 
main roads also have bus services that could assist site users, and so it is 
considered that a ‘site search corridor’ should be created along these main 
roads.  Walking distance to bus stops should be 300-400m as set out in 
Guidelines for Planning for Public Transport in Developments (March 
1999) published by the Institute of Highways and Transportation.  The 
400m figure is more appropriate in rural areas and has therefore been 
used in this methodology.   

5. Sites should be within reasonable walking distance of a village to allow site 
users to make the best use of the existing facilities.  Walking distance is 
defined as 2km in paragraph 75 of Planning Policy Statement 13: 
Transport.  Therefore sites beyond 2km of Selby Town, the Local Service 
Centres and the Designated Service Villages have been discounted. 

 
Using the above methodology, 60 sites may be considered and are set out on 
the following pages.  Comments are invited on these sites and on the 
methodology used in selecting them. 
 
None of the landowners have been consulted on their acceptance of Gypsy 
and Traveller use.  Following consultation, this may significantly reduce the 
amount of sites that are realistically available.   
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ISSUE G1: Is the methodology of site selection appropriate? 
 
ISSUE G2:  How should we provide the land for Gypsies and 
Travellers? 
 

OPTIONS:  
1. One large site (around 1ha), OR 
2. Two smaller equal sites in different areas to provide choice (2x 

approx 0.5ha), OR 
3. Two unequal sites – one larger for permanent pitches and a smaller 

one for stop-over use, OR 
4. Other method 

 
ISSUE G3:  Do you have any comments on any of the sites identified 
on the following pages? (Please make sure you state the site reference 
number with each comment so we know which site you are commenting 
upon) 
 
ISSUE G4:  Are there any alternative, more suitable sites we should 
consider? 
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Site Reference Site Name       
 
Map 1: Barlby & Osgodby (Page 20) 
BARL 001 East of River Ouse, North of Barlby 
BARL 002 Turnhead Farm, Barlby 
BARL 005 Selby Garden Centre 
BARL 010 Land at Mill Field Farm, Barlby/Osgodby 
BARL 011 East of the Hollies, Barlby/Osgodby 
BARL 012 Turnhead Farm, Barlby 
BARL 013 Rear of Barlby Hall/The Laurels 
  
Map 2: Brayton (Page 21) 
BRAY 002 Land South East of A63 Bypass/A1041 Junction 
BRAY 003 Land South West of A63/A1041 Junction, 
BRAY 005 Land SE Brayton 
BRAY 006 East of A19 Brayton 
BRAY 007 Land South West of A63/A1041 Junction, 
BRAY 008 Land South West of A63/A19 Junction 
BRAY 009 Land West of A19, Brayton. 
BRAY 010 Land North of Mill Lane 
BRAY 011 Baffam Lane, Brayton 
BRAY 017 Land to the east of Brayton 
BRAY 020 Brayton West 
  
Map 3: Burn (Page 22) 
X 027 Burn Airfield 
X 028 Land Adjacent Poplar House, Burn 
X 029 Burn Grange Farm, Burn 
  
Map 4: Eggborough (Page 23) 
EGWH 001 Land off Selby Road 
EGWH 003 Land at Weeland Road 
EGWH 013 Eggborough A19 Jacksons 
EGWH 016 Land to the west of Selby Rd Eggborough 
EGWH 018 Land N of Whitley Bridge Junction 
KELT 013 Roall Lane Large Site 
KELT 016 Land off Roall Lane, Eggborough 
KELT 017 Land off A19 and Roall Lane, Eggborough 
  
Map 5: Hambleton (Page 24) 
HMBT 004 Land East of Cherwell Croft, Hambleton 
HMBT 005 7 & 9 Main Street, Hambleton 
HMBT 006 Land At Gateforth Lane 
HMBT 008 White House Farm Hambleton 
HMBT 009 SE of Richardson Court 
HMBT 010 W of Bar Lane 
HMBT 011 S of Westcroft Lane 
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Map 6: Hemingbrough & Cliffe (Page 25) 
HEMB 001 Land South of Hull Road, Cliffe 
HEMB 002 North of Hull Road, Hemingbrough 
HEMB 003 The Old Brickworks, Hemingbrough 
HEMB 004 Land At Northfield Road 
HEMB 005 Land at A63, Hemingbrough 
HEMB 006 Land at Hull Road, Hemingbrough 
HEMB 007 Land East of Hemingbrough Primary School 
HEMB 008 Hermitage School 
X 042 Land at Station Lane, Cliffe 
X 043 Land adjacent White House, Cliffe 
X 014 Land off Hull Road, Cliffe 
X 014 Bon Accord Farm, Cliffe 
  
Map 7: Riccall (Page 26) 
RICC 003 Land Rear of 31 York Road, Riccall 
RICC 004 Land North of Riccall 
  
Map 8: Tadcaster (Page 27) 
TADC 001 Land at Roman Road 
TADC 002 Slip Inn Farm, Tadcaster 
TADC 003 Sports Ground, York Road 
TADC 011 Willow Farm 
TADC 016 N of Auster Bank View 
X 060 Land off Church Lane, Stutton 
  
Map 9: Thorpe Willoughby (Page 28) 
THWI 005 South of Field Lane 
THWI 006 Land East of roundabout, Thorpe Willoughby 
THWI 007 Gateforth farm 
THWI 008 Pig Breeding Farm Thorpe Willoughby (T shaped site is a 

smaller part of THWI 006)
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 
 

MAP 1: Barlby & Osgodby 
Page 20 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance 
Survey mapping with the permission 

of the controller of Her Majesty's 
Stationary Office. 

©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised 
reproduction infringes crown 

copyright and may lead to 
prosecution or civil proceedings. 

Selby District Council 100018656 

 
 

MAP 2: Brayton 
Page 21 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 

 
MAP 3: Burn 

Page 22 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with 
the permission of the controller of Her Majesty's 
Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction 
infringes crown copyright and may lead to prosecution 
or civil proceedings. Selby District Council 100018656 

 

 
MAP 4: Eggborough 

Page 23 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 

 
MAP 5: Hambleton 

Page 24 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 

 
MAP 6: Hemingbrough & 

Cliffe Page 25 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 
 

MAP 7: Riccall 
Page 26 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 

 
MAP 8: Tadcaster 

Page 27 
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Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of 
the controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. 
©Crown Copyright.  Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown 
copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Selby 
District Council 100018656 

 
 

MAP 9: Thorpe Willoughby 
Page 28 

NOTE: 
THWI 006 is the whole 
of the site, while THWI 
008 is just the stripy 
part.  This emphasis is 
purely for identification 
purposes. 

THWI 008 

THWI 006 THWI 006 
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ISSUE H: Employment Land 
As more houses are built in the District, there is a growing need for employment land.  
The Core Strategy states that around 45ha of employment land is required to provide 
a range of high quality employment and offices.  The Olympia Park Site is set to 
provide around 22ha, but it is important that opportunities for employment are located 
throughout the District. As such, there is a potential to allocate approximately 23 ha 
of employment land throughout the District.  
 
The Employment Land Refresh 2010 considers the existing sites and has reviewed 
Selby’s economy. In terms of existing employment sites, there is a currently 225ha of 
land available for employment. This suggests an oversupply of employment land in 
Selby District; but it is not simply a case of too much land.  Each existing site has 
constraints, and this impacts on the amount and type of development able to take 
place. Existing business stock is characteristically old and not necessarily suited to 
modern business requirements, there is a lack of purpose built premises, particularly 
B1 offices. Employment growth is set to be challenging, with growth forecast at 
around 100 jobs/annum. The report has identified five key employment sub areas 
within the District with the following characteristics and key issues.   
 
• Selby Town, as the Principal Town for the District is identified within the Core 

Strategy as the main location for employment land. As such there is a need for 
the majority of employment to be allocated within the town and to encourage job 
creation.  

• Sherburn has a high proportion of employment growth within manufacturing and 
construction and has been the main location for employment development since 
2004. Proximity to Leeds and the connections to the motorway network mean 
that it has been an attractive location for investment. Land supply is limited, and 
in future there may be a level of redevelopment or ‘churn’ as business needs 
change. Further land may be required to accommodate ‘churn’ develop the site 
as a key employment area for the District. 

• Tadcaster has a number of businesses and jobs within business and finance, 
however has experienced minimal employment development in the last five 
years. There is a potential need to develop Tadcaster as a location for 
employment and maximise its potential as a local service centre and encourage 
employment growth.   

• Selby Rural has the highest proportion of small businesses of any labour market 
area within the York and North Yorkshire sub region, in order to encourage local 
enterprise, there may be a need to provide start up space for small businesses 
within the Designated Service Villages.   

• South Selby has high employment within manufacturing and energy.  This is due 
to the presence of Eggborough and Drax power stations and St. Gobain glass 
manufacturing plant. The area also experienced growth within the renewable 
energy sector - a significant opportunity for growth within the District.   

 
In allocating new employment sites it is possible to direct the type and form of 
development to ensure that there are opportunities for the district as a whole and the 
identified employment areas to build on existing strengths.  This can be achieved by 
the distribution of employment land throughout the District and preparing a Master 
Plan for each site that supports each Allocation.  
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ISSUE H1: Defining the roles of employment areas 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Open all employment areas to any form of employment development 
2. Specify the uses that would be acceptable on each employment 

area 
3. Segregate all employment from housing 
4. Integrate some compatible employment with housing on mixed use 

sites  
5. Other options (please specify) 
6. Combine options? (please state which) 

 
ISSUE H2: Locating employment land in addition to the major 
allocation at Olympia Park 
 

OPTIONS: 
1. De-allocate constrained/inappropriate existing employment sites  
2. Re-profile existing employment land to more specific uses to 

accommodate the needs of a changing economy and emerging 
sectors  

3. Address the key issues in each sub area by allocating further land  
4. Focus on allocating small areas of land in Sherburn Industrial Estate 

and Tadcaster 
5. Develop a completely new industrial community somewhere with 

good access to the rail and road network (a dedicated industrial 
park). 

6. Ensure all allocations in the Designated Service Villages are for 
“mixed use” to allow housing-compatible employment, services and 
facilities. 

7. Allocate small employment use in all the Designated Service 
Villages on employment-only sites to reduce the amount of 
commuting and support business start ups  

8. Other options (please specify) 
9. Combine options? (please state which) 

 
ISSUE H3: Release and phasing of land 
 

OPTIONS: 
1. Land all released together, to encourage growth across the whole 

District immediately 
2. Each site is phased and planned to ensure growth is gradual and 

sequential 
3. Employment land released in advance of housing land in that area 
4. Employment land release mirrors housing land release in that area 
5. Employment land released upon completion of housing in that area 
6. Land released when the need is demonstrated through monitoring of 

growth 
7. Other options (please specify) 
8. Combine options? (please state which)  
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Issue I: Strategic Infrastructure Delivery 
 
Introduction 
Policy CP8 of the Core Strategy identifies a need for access to infrastructure, 
(roads, public transport, utilities, schools and other essential services, open 
spaces and community facilities, meeting places, open space, healthcare, 
education and public art, among other things).  Affordable Housing does not 
come under this Strategic Infrastructure definition and will be an additional 
contribution. 
 
Every development site will have various on-site costs associated with the 
installation of utilities, remedial works for any contamination, demolition costs, 
transport costs etc.  These are borne by the developer of that site and 
absorbed by the total revenue from the development.  These costs will be part 
of the viability assessment for each site when choosing the most appropriate 
sites. 
 
However, all developments will contribute to off-site effects such as traffic 
congestion, water supply capacity, fire service coverage, sewage works 
capacity etc that exist far beyond the site to become strategic issues.  Several 
of these services are already at or nearing capacity and so any further 
development will require upgrading and improvement of key infrastructure in 
order to ensure that it will not adversely affect existing users.   
 
Funding Strategic Infrastructure 
The capital costs of these strategic works are not so clearly distributed, so it 
has been suggested that an ”Infrastructure Levy” could be applied to all 
developments to recover the capital costs of solving this strategic impact.  The 
mechanism for such levy has yet to be decided, but given the potential costs 
involved it is appropriate to share these cost fairly.   
 
The Government has already identified this issue and has put in place the 
Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010.  These set out the legal 
framework for Councils to prepare their method of securing funding from 
development to facilitate strategic infrastructure. 
 
The Infrastructure Levy would not be used to address existing problems, but 
would be used to solve issues where additional development has pushed the 
infrastructure beyond capacity.   
 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan 
A District-wide Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) will accompany the Adopted 
SADPD and will set out the infrastructure required for each development as 
these strategic works become apparent.  This will be an ongoing document 
and the first draft of this will be prepared alongside the first draft of the 
SADPD based on the assumption made in it. 
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Indicative Costs 
Taking the Infrastructure Delivery Plan a stage further, the likely costs of 
implementation would be calculated and a tariff produced.  This would be 
adopted into the Local Development Framework. 
 
Using recent examples from within the district and North Yorkshire County (as 
appropriate to the issue), some indicative costs are set out below as 
examples of how the levy may be structured.  However it must be stressed 
that until the Infrastructure Delivery Plan is prepared and the specific costs 
are known, that these costs are purely indicative, and based solely on one 
potential model.  Therefore we are not seeking comments on the figures set 
out, but would welcome information that could support robust figures in the 
forthcoming IDP/tariff. 
 
 

Item Residential 
Contribution (per 
dwelling) 

Commercial 
Contribution (per 
1000sqm) 

Source of the figure 

Strategic Transport 
(Highways, Public 
transport, cycling and 
walking) 

£5000 £5000 

N. Yorks. County 
Council model 
developed in Malton 
(Ryedale District Council 
2009) 

Education  
(Primary, Secondary and 
qualification training) 

£2850 (primary) 
£2250 (secondary) £1000 (training) 

SDC Developer 
contributions SPD 2007.  
Wycombe Council 
model. 

Utilities 
(waste, water supply and 
drainage, gas, electricity 
and tele-
communuications) 

£50 (waste) 
£?? (Others) Further research needed 

Previous planning 
applications. 
Further research 
currently being 
undertaken 

Community Facilities  
(Healthcare, strategic 
sport, green 
infrastructure, meeting 
rooms) 

£500 (healthcare) 
£?? (others) Further research needed 

Previous planning 
applications. 
Further research 
currently being 
undertaken 

 
Major infrastructure of national or regional significance 
No major works are known over the plan period (such as major road routes, 
pipelines or railway lines), so there is no need at this stage to allocate land for 
them in the SADPD.   
 
Infrastructure that emerges as a result of allocations 
The settlement specific chapters below deal with the needs within Selby town, 
Local Service Centres and Designated Service Villages, but there is also a 
need for such facilities in the Secondary Villages, between the villages, and in 
the open countryside.   
 
Some facilities will not be possible within each village for economies of scale, 
but villages may have a combined need and share a facility.  Further, a 
District need may exist such as a country park, or there may be a shortage of 
allotment space, or doctor, dentist and school places.  These may be formal 
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facilities such as a community centre for several villages to share, or 
something as simple as a defined network of wildlife and recreational 
corridors that link green spaces. 
 
Through the SADPD we are able to allocate land for specific uses, but there 
must also be a realistic chance of it being developed.  Therefore a case must 
be built up demonstrating that the infrastructure is not only desirable but also 
viable and necessary.  Any information that could support a scheme would be 
welcome. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ISSUE I1: How to secure contributions towards the strategic infrastructure 
delivery. 

 
OPTIONS 
1. Have a single District-wide structure so everyone pays a proportionate 

amount (for example where every development in the District could 
contribute to road improvements in Tadcaster) 

2. Have set sub-District structures (such as Community Engagement Forum 
areas). (for example where only development in the north west of the 
District could contribute to road improvements in Tadcaster) 

3. Have a “polluter pays” principle where the impact of each development is 
assessed and those whose impact is greater pay more: (eg using traffic 
surveys or water meters to gauge the amount of use a development 
generates) 

4. Other options? 
 
ISSUE I2: How to assess and monitor impacts on the strategic 
infrastructure network to gauge the costs and effectiveness of 
infrastructure works. 

 
OPTIONS 
1. Contribute for surveying and ongoing monitoring as a set fee so each site 

pays the same, OR 
2. Contribute for surveying and ongoing monitoring as a % of the options in 

ISSUE I1 above, OR 
3. Require developers to survey and monitor themselves, OR 
4. Other options? 
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ISSUE I3: Contributions must be paid within 60 days of granting planning 
permission, but if the total contribution from a development is over £10,000 it may 
be phased.  When should the subsequent contributions be paid? 

 
OPTIONS 
1. In one payment up front before any development takes place 
2. In phases as milestones are reached (for example on a development of 

100 houses, pay at milestones - eg at 25 houses, 50 houses, 75 houses 
and 100 houses) 

3. When the development is fully completed. 
4. Other options? 

 
 
ISSUE I4: How should the individual strategic infrastructure projects be funded? 

OPTIONS 
1. A central fund is created which is used to pump-prime each strategic project.  

This is set up by: 
a. developer contributions upon the adoption of the SADPD, OR 
b. developer contributions upon the granting of planning permission, OR 
c. the Statutory bodies  

The infrastructure projects are then completed according to the priority set out in 
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.  The central fund is “reimbursed” when 
development takes place and further contributions are made.   

2. Make one developer responsible for a single strategic project, but does not 
contribute to any others. 

3. Settlements are grouped in to sub-areas and they collectively fund the projects in 
their area. 

4. Other options? 
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ISSUE J: Other possible transport infrastructure projects 
Some issues have been discussed in the past to ease congestion, but have 
not been pursued for a variety of reasons.  This section re-introduces some of 
those possible projects to see if they are still relevant. 
 

 
 
 
 

ISSUE J: Which of these potential transport infrastructure projects 
should be pursued? 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Selby Town Park and Ride 
2. Selby Town Coach Park 
3. A63/A19 meeting point for commuters to car share (“Park and 

Drive”) 
4. Selby Town Park and Rail (car park on Selby Bypass with shuttle 

to the railway station specifically for commuters going to 
Leeds/York 

5. Larger car park at South Milford Railway Station for commuters 
6. West Haddlesey bridge improvements 
7. Bridging the River Ouse/Wharfe to link the Ainsty with the rest of 

the District 
8. Selby northern bypass 
9. A63 Osgodby, Hambleton, and Monk Fryston bypasses? 
10. A19 Burn and Escrick bypasses? 
11.  A63/A19 interchange upgrade (at Barlby) 
12.  Tadcaster A64/A162 junction improvements 
13. Increase car parking capacity in the vicinity of Selby Station 
14. Refurbishment/improvement of Selby Station – including 

investigating the possibility of a bus/rail interchange 
15. Creating bridges alongside level crossings on main roads. 
16. Other schemes? 
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ISSUE K: Airfields 
The flat landscape of the District lent itself to several RAF air bases during the 
Second World War.  Despite existing and previous uses, some have fallen in 
to decline and are classed as Greenfield sites.   There is an opportunity to 
reassess the roles and function of these sites and re-allocate them for use to 
bring them in line with the strategic vision in the Core Strategy.   
 
Only Church Fenton remains operational with the RAF, albeit in a training and 
emergency landing role.  Sherburn has a small flying club and surrounded by 
industrial use, while Burn has a gliding club and an elapsed permission for a 
scientific research facility.   
 
However, Acaster Selby is partially within Selby District and partially in York 
City Council area, and has been used by agricultural operations and to dump 
spoil.  Riccall has been partially used as an industrial estate, and partially left 
to return to nature on Skipwith Common. 
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ISSUE K1: Church Fenton  
 

OPTIONS 
1. Maintain the flying, OR 
2. Develop a specialist industry hub for flying-related industry and 

business, OR 
3. Leisure/recreational use, OR 
4. Restore the land to nature, OR 
5. Other uses?  

 
ISSUE K2: Sherburn 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Do nothing as it is in reasonable economic use already, OR 
2. Allocate land for additional facilities to permit the airstrip’s leisure 

and commercial role to expand, OR 
3. Other options? 

 
ISSUE K3: Riccall 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Continue to let the airstrip revert to nature, OR 
2. allocate land for commercial uses, OR 
3. Other options? 

 
ISSUE K4: Burn 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Do nothing – continue using the strip for gliding, OR 
2. Allocate for further leisure/recreation use, OR 
3. Safeguard the land for a potential bypass (subject to ISSUE I4) 
4. Other options? 

 
ISSUE K5: Acaster Selby (southern part is within Selby District) 
 

OPTIONS 
1. Do nothing – continue to allow the airstrip to revert to nature, OR 
2. Allocate for leisure/recreational use, OR 
3. Other options? 

 
 


